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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Previous office action has been withdrawn in favor of the current non-final office 
action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Smith 
(US Patent Application Pub. No. 2002/0128832) in view of Crupi et al. (USPN 6195636). 

4. Regarding claim 1 , Smith discloses a language processing and memory module 

(i) which is physically, attachable to and detachable from an appliance {figures 3A-C; 
language module is physically attachable and detachable from the computing device), 

(ii) which is configured to communicate directly with the appliance when so attached 
without the use of a network which extends outside the appliance {figures 3A-C, no 
external network is required), and (iii) which is configured to perform language-specific 
tasks {figure 3A-C; module 45 performing speech recognition for the computing device 
or referring to paragraph 39) by: receiving an instruction for language-specific 
processing {paragraph 39); and sending resulting data of the language-specific 
processing to the appliance {paragraph 39). 
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Smith fails to specifically disclose that the instruction or request for language- 
specific processing received at the language module is from the appliance. However, 
Crupi et al. teach a telephone system having distributed speech recognition capability 
for voice dialing application in that the cellular telephone receives a voice command 
from the user and transmits it to the server for recognition and execution of the voice 
command {abstract section). 

Since Smith and Crupi et al. are analogous in the art because they are from the 
same field of endeavor, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to modify Smith by incorporating the teaching of Crupi et al. in 
order to enable commands received at the telephone device with limited processing 
power to be interpreted for the device. 

5. Claims 1, 3-6, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Coon et al. (USPN 6539358) in view of Crupi et al. (USPN 61 95636). 

6. Regarding claim 1 , Coon et al. disclose a language processing and memory 
module (i) which is physically, attachable to and detachable from an appliance {figures 
1-2; computing device is physically attachable and detachable from the docking station), 
(ii) which is configured to communicate directly with the appliance when so attached 
without the use of a network which extends outside the appliance {figures 1-2, no 
external network is required), and (iii) which is configured to perform language-specific 
tasks {figure 2; docking station performing speech recognition for the computing device; 



Application/Control Number: 10/055,594 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2626 

also referring to col. 3, lines 41-67) by: receiving an instruction for language-specific 
processing (speech recognizer 36 in figure 2 processed the input speech); and sending 
resulting data of the language-specific processing to the appliance {col. 3, lines 41-67; 
recognition result is sent back to the computing device or telephone system to dial the 
recognized telephone numbers). 

Coon et al. fail to specifically disclose that the instruction or request for language- 
specific processing received at the language module is from the appliance. However, 
Crupi et al. teach a telephone system having distributed speech recognition capability 
for voice dialing application in that the cellular telephone receives a voice command 
from the user and transmits it to the server for recognition and execution of the voice 
command (abstract section). 

Since Coon et al. and Crupi et al. are analogous in the art because they are from 
the same field of endeavor, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention to modify Coon et al. by incorporating the teaching of Crupi et al. 
in order to enable commands received at the telephone device with limited processing 
power to be interpreted for the device. 

7. Regarding claims 3-6 and 10, Coon et al. further disclose the language module of 
claim 1 wherein the language module is configured to perform language-specific tasks 
according to a subject language at the request of the appliance by also receiving data 
representing a user input gesture {speech input 34 in figure 2); and sending data 
representing one or more language units of the subject language in accordance with the 
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user input gesture (figure 2), wherein the language units are characters (output of 
speech recognizer 36 in figure 2), wherein the language units are words (output of 
speech recognizer 36 in figure 2), wherein the language units are phrases (output of 
speech recognizer 36 in figure 2), wherein the language module is configured to 
perform language-specific tasks according to the subject language at the request of the 
appliance by also sending data representing one or more language unit components 
which are of the subject language and which correspond to the user input gesture 
(output of the speech recognizer 36 in figure 2). 

8. Claims 2 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Coon et al. (USPN 6539358) in view of Crupi et al. (USPN 6195636), and further in view 
of Ito (USPN 6243675). 

9. Regarding claims 2, Coon et al. further disclose the language module of claim 1 
wherein the language module is configured to perform language-specific tasks 
according to a subject language at the requests of the appliance by also: receiving data 
representing a character in the subject language (speech input in figure 2 is data 
representing a character of the subject language). Coon et al. fail to specifically 
disclose sending data specifying a graphical representation of the character to the 
appliance. However, Ito teaches sending data specifying a graphical representation of 
the character to the appliance (inherently included in the system of Ito since Japanese, 
English, German use different character fonts). 
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Since the modified of Coon et al. and Ito are analogous in the art because they 
are from the same field of endeavor, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of invention to further modify Coon et al. by incorporating the 
teaching of Ito in order to process and present different languages for different users. 

1 0. Regarding claim 7, the modified Coon et al. fail to specifically disclose the 
language module of claim 7, wherein selecting the one or more language units 
according to one or more preceding language units which were previously specified by 
the user. However, Ito further teaches herein selecting the one or more language units 
according to one or more preceding language units which were previously specified by 
the user (figure 2, system identify the language intended by the user and select the 
language). 

Since the modified of Coon et al. and Ito are analogous in the art because they 
are from the same field of endeavor, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of invention to further modify Coon et al. by incorporating the 
teaching of Ito in order to process different language for different users. 

1 1 . Claims 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Coon 
et al. (US 6539358), in view of Crupi et al. (USPN 61 95636), further in view of Ito (US 
6243675), and further in view of Bellegarda et al. (US 6208971). 
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12. Regarding claims 8-9, the modified Coon et al. fail to specifically disclose the 
language processing and memory module of claim 7 wherein selecting comprises: 
determining word-continuation and name-continuation relationships between the 
preceding language units and the one or more language units. However, Bellegarda et 
al. further teach determining word-continuation and name-continuation relationships 
between the preceding language units and the one or more language units {col. 3, lines 
1-11, further details referring to col. 4, line 39 to col. 5, line 67, current word depends on 
previous words). 

Since the modified Coon et al. and Bellegarda et al. are analogous in the art 
because they are from the same field of endeavor, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify Coon et al. by incorporating the 
teaching of Bellegarda et al. in order to improve speech command recognition accuracy. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HUYEN X. VO whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7631 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 9-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Hudspeth can be reached on 571-272-7843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/HuyenXVo/ 7/27/2010 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2626 



